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How the Community Eligibility Provision 
Impacts the Title I Program



Objectives
2

1. Overview of the Community Eligibility Provision 
(CEP)

2. How does CEP impact other programs such as    
Title 1 and SAGE/AGR that use free and reduced 
data? 

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction



Proposed Rule
3

Section 104 (a) of the Healthy, Hunger-
Free Kids Act of 2010

Alternative to collecting household 
applications for free and reduced price 
meals in high poverty schools

Began July 1, 2014 in Wisconsin 

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The Community Eligibility Provision was created by the 2010 Healthy, Hunger-Free Kids Act as an alternative to collecting household applications for free and reduced price meals in high poverty schools. 

We are going in our second year of CEP in Wisconsin and there are: 
92 SFAs including 383 schools participating in the 2015-16 SY. 
This is a 71% participation rate at the SFA level.  

The number of schools participating in school breakfast program has also increased and we attribute this to CEP.  The number of breakfasts served increased by approx. 2 million meals, an increase of 7% since 2012-13 SY.  




Benefits
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Reduced Administrative Burden
No meal applications Increased Efficiencies

Increased Meal Participation*

9.4% 5.2%

Free Meals for all Students 

Breakfast Lunch

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction

C. Logan et al. (2013). Community Eligibility Provision Final Report. Abt Associates Inc. Alexandria, VA: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food 
and Nutrition Service. Project Officer: John Endahl. Available online at: www.fns.usda.gov/research-and-analysis. 



Benefits
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No Verification Process
*Report still required

No Paid Lunch Equity Tool

*Still required at Non-CEP sites in mixed districts

Reduces Direct Certification Runs

Special Provision Match Report April 1 Reporting

Simplifies Counting and Claiming

Total Meals Free and Paid Claiming %



Who is Eligible to Elect CEP?
6

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction

Individual 
Schools Districts

Groups of 
Schools

*RCCIs are not 
eligible 

≥ 40% Identified 
Student Percentage

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Community Eligibility is a great option for high-poverty LEAs. Any LEA can use this option if at least one of its schools has 40 percent or more students certified for free meals without the use of applications. The student are called “identified students”. The district may choose to implement Community Eligibility in one school, a group of schools, or district wide.  This identified student percentage totals the number of identified students divided by the total enrolled students with access to meals as of April 1. 

Unfortunately, Residential Child Care Institutions (RCCIs) cannot participate in Community Eligibility Provision.




Identified Students
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Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction

Homeless Foster

Migrant
Runaway

Head Start
Even Start

FDPIR

Direct 
Certification

S 
FoodShare

T
W-2 Cash 
Benefits

E
Foster

O
FoodShare 

and W-2 

Extended 
Benefits

“…number of students approved as eligible for free meals 
and are not subject to verification.”

Presenter
Presentation Notes
To be eligible for Community Eligibility Provision, schools must have a minimum of 40% identified students as of April 1ST of the year prior to implementing CEP.  “Identified Students” are those students that are certified for free meals without a school meal application.  Students that are in Head Start, Even Start, foster care, are homeless, migrant, or runaways may also be included in the identified student population. These students are certified by appropriate coordinators or direct documentation. Students may also qualify as an identified student through extension of benefits. The direct certification code “E”, which stands for Foster cannot extend benefits to other students. 
 
Case numbers off of an application are not accepted as identified students. 





Enrolled Students
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April 1 of the year prior to participating

 Students enrolled in and attending schools 
participating in CEP with access to at least one 
meal service daily  

 Half-day students who have access to either 
breakfast or lunch are included

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Enrolled students are defined as students attending schools which participate in CEP and have access to at last one meal service daily.
Half-day students who have access to either breakfast or lunch would be included in total enrollment. However, students who do not have access to either breakfast or lunch would not be counted.  These students should not be included in the identified student or in the enrolled student total.





Reimbursement under CEP
9

 The ISP is multiplied by a factor (1.6) to determine the 
percentage of total meals served that will be reimbursed 
at the Federal free rate

 The remaining percentage of total meals is reimbursed at 
the Federal paid rate

 NO reduced rate

 Claiming percentages are guaranteed for 4 years 

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Identified Students are a subset of those students who are eligible for free meals.  The 1.6 multiplier reflects the typical ratio between Identified Students and all students certified for free and reduced-price meals in schools.  To estimate the share of students who would be approved for free and reduced price meals, the 1.6 multiplier is applied to the Identified Student Percentage, and the resulting number determines the free claiming percentage.
Since we are no longer accepting Free and Reduced meal applications, there is no longer a “Reduced based on income” reimbursement category.  

So let’s go ahead and look at a few practical examples.




ISP Example: Lambeau School District
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Identified 
Students 

• 50

Enrollment

• 100

ISP

• 50/100 x 
100 = 

50.000%

Identified 
Students

• 70

Enrollment

• 110

ISP

• 70/110 x  
100 = 

63.636%

School 
1

School 
2

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction

Presenter
Presentation Notes
So here are some examples of the groupings allowable under CEP.

This slide shows our first example where both schools meet the 40% identified student percentage threshold.
So taking the total number of identified students at school #1, which is 50 and then dividing by total enrollment of 100 you get a decimal 0.50000 which as a percentage is 50.000%.
Do the same at school #2 with 70 identified students, over 110 total enrolled students and your identified student percentage is 63.636%





CEP Claiming Example: Lambeau SD
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School #1 ISP
50.000%

School #2 ISP
63.636%

Combined ISP
57.143%

x =

+ =

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction

Presenter
Presentation Notes
If these schools were participating as individual schools and not as a combined group you would keep those individual school percentages.  However when combining the two, to correctly calculate the combined group identified student %, you would take the identified student totals from both schools and divide by the total enrollment from both schools.  So in this example you would take 120 over 210 with a resulting 57.143%.  This combined percentage would apply if these schools decided to participate together as a group.

Let’s move on to the next example.




CEP Claiming Example: Lambeau SD
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Combined 
ISP

57.143%

Federal 
Multiplier

1.6 

Free Rate
91.43%  91.4%

100 91.4
Paid Rate

8.6%

x =

- =

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Using the identified student percentages in the previous activities, we are going to calculate the reimbursement rates.  In this example both school #1 and 2 can participate as individual schools or together as a group.  In this example we are assuming that Lambeau School District has chosen to have school 1 and 2 participate as a group.  So the group combined identified student percentage of 57.143 will be multiplied by 1.6 to calculate the Free Reimbursement Rate.  So the resulting 91.4% is the percentage of meals reimbursed as Free.  So 91.4% of total breakfasts in a month will be reimbursed as Free, likewise 91.4% of total lunches in a month would be reimbursed as Free.  

The remaining meals will be reimbursed as Paid.  To calculate the Paid rate, you would take the difference of 100% and your free rate, in this case, 91.4%.  For Example 1, the Paid rate is 8.6%.  

I would like to point out that the Free and Paid Claiming Percentages need to be taken to 2 decimal places and rounded to one place using standard (≥5) rounding. 




ISP Example: Liberty School District
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Identified 
Students 

• 25

Enrollment

• 120

ISP

• 25/120 x 
100 = 

20.833%

Identified 
Students 

• 125

Enrollment

• 175

ISP

• 125/175 x 
100 = 

71.429%

School 
1

School 
2

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Example 2 shows how it’s possible for one school within the district that may not qualify, can combine with another school to qualify for CEP participation.

Looking at the individual schools’ identified student percentage, school #1 would not qualify to participate in CEP as an individual school because its identified student percentage is 20.833%.   School #2 can participate because its individual school identified student percentage is 71.429%, which is well over the 40% threshold.  However, if the LEA wanted school 1 to participate in CEP, the two schools would be eligible to participate as a group,  because the combined identified student % is 50.847%.

Again, it is possible for a school that is not eligible to participate individually to participate in CEP as a group.  





CEP Claiming Example: Liberty SD
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School #2 ISP
71.429%

School #1 ISP
20.833%

School #2 ISP
71.429%

Combined ISP
50.848%+ =

x =

Presenter
Presentation Notes
In this example Liberty School District has also decided to participate as a group for a combined ISP of 50.848%. 




CEP Claiming Example: Liberty SD
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Combined ISP
50.848%

Federal 
Multiplier

1.6 

Free Rate
81.4% 

100 81.4
Paid Rate

18.6%- =

x =

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Looking at the group combined identified student percentage, we will multiply the 50.848 by 1.6, which equals 81.4%.  This means 81.4% of total breakfasts in a month will be reimbursed as Free, and the remaining percentage of 18.6% breakfasts will be reimbursed as Paid.  The same goes for Lunch.  






ISP Example: Tiger School District
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Identified 
Students 

• 20

Enrollment

• 150

ISP

• 20/150 x 
100 = 

13.333%

Identified 
Students 

• 50

Enrollment

• 100

ISP

• 50/100 x 
100 = 

50.000%

School 
1

School 
2

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction

Presenter
Presentation Notes
For our last example, School 1 has an individual school ISP of 13.333%, which alone does not qualify. School 2 has an individual school ISP that alone qualifies for CEP. Let’s see what the combined ISP would be like if School 1 participated.  




CEP Claiming Example: Tiger SD
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School #2 ISP
71.429%

School #1 ISP
13.333%

School #2 ISP
50.000%

Combined ISP
28.000%+ =

Presenter
Presentation Notes
After combining the two ISPs, we found the shared ISP was not equal to or greater than 40%. School #2 is the only school that would be eligible to participate. Tiger SD would have to do standard counting and claiming for School #1. For School #2, the would have to take total counts and apply CEP claiming percentages. 





Things to Consider…
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Food Service Funds cannot be used…

for cost associated with processing CEP applications

Income Forms

Alternative Application USDA Modified Application

LEA must cover costs above Federal Reimbursement 

with non-federal funds A la carte sales may be used

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Non-federal funds are only required to be contributed if the cost of serving free meals to all students exceeds that which is received back in federal reimbursement. Under CEP, annually approved Paid Lunch Equity (PLE) non-federal sources in the State of WI plus A la Carte sales are allowable non-federal sources.  

While CEP eliminates the need for free and reduced meal applications, other benefit programs such as Title 1, Achievement Gap Reduction (AGR), and other local initiatives have previously relied on this data.  Therefore, CEP schools will still need to collect individual household income forms apart from the meal programs. The United States Department of Education has also issued guidance related to Title I and CEP participating Schools.  A copy of the guidance is available on the CEP website. 

There are two options to collect this data, the DPI Alternative Household Income Form or a Modified language USDA Free and Reduced application. The USDA modified application is recommended for mixed districts wishing to only send one application out to households. This application contains modified language for household and SFAs. The DPI modified USDA application template is posted on the CEP website. Any alterations to this format must be pre-approved in our office prior to distribution. Modified USDA Applications with 100% CEP students on the form be cost allocated back to the district. 

The DPI Alternative Household Income Form is similar to the USDA Free and Reduced meal application; however it removes all references to USDA and the meal programs.  It is recommended for SFA-wide CEP districts. Funds from the non-profit school food service account cannot be used to distribute, process or determine eligibility of these applications in CEP schools. Cost allocate expenses of processing and distributing applications back to the district. 

Some schools have voiced a concern that households will not submit household income forms, however households wishing to received waived school administration fees will still want to submit this form. 

Once again, all students must be able to receive a free meal. Free meals are not contingent on households returning these applications in CEP schools. 
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USDA Monthly Federal 
Reimbursement Estimator Tool 

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction

Presenter
Presentation Notes
As School Nutrition Providers, it is important to consider the impact that Community Eligibility Provision has on the Local Educational Agency as a whole.

As mentioned earlier, when participating in the Community Eligibility Provision, schools agree to cover with non-federal funds any costs above the amount provided in federal meal reimbursement.  LEAs with less than 100% FREE reimbursement rate need to determine if CEP is a good financial decision.  The USDA created a reimbursement estimator tool to help estimate the amount of federal reimbursement under the Community Eligibility Provision.  This tool also estimates how much the LEA would need to cover using non-Federal funds.  

Ensuring all students have access to healthy meals, CEP participating schools will likely see benefits of better attendance, more attentive students, and fewer disciplinary problems.  However LEAs should investigate and decide if participation is financially feasible, and then which participation method will provide the greatest financial benefit to the LEA as a whole.  Participation rate fluctuations should be considered, as well as any losses from student revenue from a former reduced or paid student. 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
We are going to discuss how to utilize the Federal Reimbursement Estimator tool to compare federal reimbursement under standard counting and claiming vs. the new Community Eligibility Provision option. 

Step 1: This is an example of an LEA with 3 sites, all grouped together, sharing an ISP of 62.610%. To determine the number of identified students and total enrolled students this tool also includes a grouping spreadsheet. Alternatively, the eligibility worksheet from the CEP application packet can be used to help LEAs group sites. After the federal multiplier factor of 1.6 is applied to the ISP, the tool automatically calculates the free and paid claiming percentages. The free claiming percentage is determined by taking the ISP X 1.6. The paid claiming percentage is obtained by taking 100 – the free claiming percentage. The free and paid claiming percentages are used for both breakfast and lunch. 

Step 2: This site served more than 60% of their student lunches in the second preceding school year at the free and reduced rate. They are receiving the additional two cents for lunch. They are also certified for the six cents at lunch, and qualify for Severe Need Breakfast. The reimbursement rates in the example are as of the 2014-15 SY to make estimations for the 2015-16 SY. New reimbursement rates are released after July 1 annually.   

Step 3: Enter the total number of lunches and breakfasts served in one month. LEAs can obtain history of a districts monthly claim via online services. If the information is needed by site, the SFA will need to obtain this data internally. 
 
Step 4: Estimate the increase or decrease in meal participation for breakfast and lunch.  The data from the 2014 CEP Evaluation study was entered as a starting point. Consider other factors within your SFA that may effect these numbers (i.e. the site already has a non-pricing option). 

The light green box on the right hand side provides an estimate of the monthly Federal reimbursement (monthly totals and per meal) under CEP, based on the data entered in steps 1-4 above. 

In the light blue section directly below the CEP estimation, enter an average months reimbursement from the prior school year under the standard counting and claiming process. You will want to do this to account for any student payments that you will no longer be receiving under CEP (reduced and paid student payments). 

Once all the data is entered, results are listed in the lower right. If the lower right boxes are green, then CEP is estimated to generate the same or more federal revenue. If the boxes in the lower right are red, then current procedures generate higher Federal reimbursement revenue. LEAs will need to assess the availability of non-federal sources to cover any additional cost above the Federal reimbursements to serve free meals to all students at the sites analyzed. 
   





Example DPI Grouping Tool
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
This is an example of how LEAs can utilize the Wisconsin Eligibility Worksheet to change school groupings and maximize the shared ISP and free claiming percentages. It may be easier to navigate than the USDA grouping tool attached to the Federal Reimbursement Estimator Tool. 

Example: 

This SFA has 5 sites. They can choose to group all sites into group number 1, or separate schools into multiple groups. This school has chosen two groups. The idea is to maximize the free reimbursement rate, which can never be above 100.0%. At a minimum, a group would need to share an ISP of 62.500% to reach 100.0% free claiming.

Schools that have a lower ISP alone, like School E (<40%) can be grouped with a school that has a higher ISP (School D) to qualify for CEP. 




CEP Resources 
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School Nutrition Team Website 
www.dpi.wi.gov/school-nutrition
• Application Form 
• USDA Monthly Reimbursement Estimator 
• Frequently Asked Questions 
• USDA memos on CEP

FRAC (Food Research and Action 
Center)

http://frac.org/community-eligibility/

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction

http://www.dpi.wi.gov/school-nutrition
http://frac.org/community-eligibility/


CEP Contacts

Jessica Schultz 
Nutrition Program Consultant

jessica.schultz@dpi.wi.gov
608-266-3296

Jessica Lessner 
Nutrition Program Consultant

jessica.lessner@dpi.wi.gov
608-267-2293

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
For additional information, you can visit our website, which is updated regularly with training materials and policy guidance.  Many of the necessary forms are already posted on the DPI website.  For further questions or concerns, you may contact Jessica Schultz.  Her contact information is available on the screen.


mailto:jessica.schultz@dpi.wi.gov
mailto:jessica.lessner@dpi.wi.gov


USDA Non-Discrimination Statement
24

In accordance with Federal civil rights law and U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) civil rights regulations and policies, 
the USDA, its Agencies, offices, and employees, and institutions participating in or administering USDA programs are 
prohibited from discriminating based on race, color, national origin, sex, disability, age, or reprisal or retaliation for prior
civil rights activity in any program or activity conducted or funded by USDA.

Persons with disabilities who require alternative means of communication for program information (e.g. Braille, large print, 
audiotape, American Sign Language, etc.), should contact the Agency (State or local) where they applied for benefits. 
Individuals who are deaf, hard of hearing or have speech disabilities may contact USDA through the Federal Relay Service at 
(800) 877-8339. Additionally, program information may be made available in languages other than English.

To file a program complaint of discrimination, complete the USDA Program Discrimination Complaint Form, (AD-3027) 
found online at: http://www.ascr.usda.gov/complaint_filing_cust.html, and at any USDA office, or write a letter addressed 
to USDA and provide in the letter all of the information requested in the form. To request a copy of the complaint form, call
(866) 632-9992. Submit your completed form or letter to USDA by:

(1) mail: U.S. Department of Agriculture
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights
1400 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, D.C. 20250-9410;

(2) fax: (202) 690-7442; or

(3) email: program.intake@usda.gov.

This institution is an equal opportunity provider.

http://www.ascr.usda.gov/complaint_filing_cust.html
mailto:program.intake@usda.gov


Community Eligibility Provision 
and Title I Funding

25

Presenter
Presentation Notes
This session will provide Title I Coordinators and others working on the Title I program a basic understanding of the Community Eligibility Provision (CEP) and its impact on Title I Funding. 



Income Verification For Title I 

Even in CEP schools, socio-economic data is needed 
for programs like Title I Accountability and 
AGR/SAGE. CEP schools may use:

• An alternate household income form 
OR

• The modified school lunch form

26

Presenter
Presentation Notes
USDA removed the requirement to collect free and reduced priced lunch meal paper applications from families attending CEP schools.  However, even in CEP schools, socio-economic data is needed for programs like Title I Accountability and SAGE. 

In order to collect socio-economic data that is similar to FRL data, DPI developed an alternate household income form for schools to distribute to parents. 

Or Schools may use the modified School Lunch form which will be posted to the DPI webpage during the summer of 2015.  




http://fns.dpi.wi.gov/sites/default/files/imce/fns/doc/wi_alt_form_1.docx
http://fns.dpi.wi.gov/fns_cep


Impact of CEP on Title I Funding

 It is not the Title I Coordinator’s responsibility to 
determine if the district will implement CEP for the 
school lunch and breakfast programs.

 However, the Title I Coordinator should be aware if 
any of the schools in the district are implementing 
the CEP as it will impact the data entered on the 
enrollment screen in the Title I Application.   
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
It is not the Title I Coordinator’s responsibility to determine if the district will implement CEP for the school lunch and breakfast programs.

However, the Title I Coordinator should be aware if any of the schools in the district are implementing the CEP as it will impact the data entered on the enrollment screen in the Title I Application.  






Impact of CEP on Title I Funding

 CEP does NOT impact district level allocations.

 CEP may impact school level allocations.

28

Presenter
Presentation Notes
First and foremost, CEP does not have an impact on the Title I allocation the district receives. District-level allocations are determined by using US Census data. 

However, CEP may have impact on school level allocations. Historically, the vast majority of schools in Wisconsin used the school meal program application  and free and reduced price lunch counts to determine school level poverty for Title I funding eligibility.  Districts will need employ an alternative measure to determine poverty equitably among all schools in the LEA. 






Common Poverty Metric Options

 LEAs must use a common poverty metric to 
determine the number of low income students for 
school level allocation amounts.

 These common poverty metric options may only be 
used for ranking schools to determine school level 
allocations. 

 The same metric must be used for comparability 
reporting.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
LEAs must use a common poverty metric to determine the number of low income students for school level allocation amounts.

The United States Department of Education (USDE) and DPI have five suggested common poverty metrics and a few of these options include the use of an alternative household income form.

These common poverty metric options may only be used for ranking schools to determine school level allocations. 

LEAs must select one metric for the entire LEA and the same metric must be used for comparability reporting. 

Since CEP schools do not have actual Free and Reduced Price Lunch data, the following options can be used to approximate Free and Reduced Price Lunch data in CEP schools. 




1) Use actual FRL counts for Non-CEP schools and Directly 
Certified (DC) data     the CEP Multiplier for CEP schools

30

Actual FRL 
counts

CEP

NON-CEP

CEP
Multiplier 

(1.6)

# of 
Directly 
Certified 
students 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Option 1: 

^For non-CEP schools, LEAs may use actual Free and Reduced Price Lunch counts and then for CEP schools, take the 


^Number of Directly Certified (DC) students in a school ^times  the CEP multiplier. 

Remember that the school’s food authority will have the number of the directly certified students.






2) DC data     the CEP Multiplier for all schools in 
the LEA

31

CEP
Multiplier 

(1.6)

# of 
Directly 
Certified 
students 

All Schools in the 
LEA

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The second option would be to take the number of Directly Certified students ^times the CEP Multiplier for all schools in the LEA.




3) Use only DC data for all schools in the LEA

# of 
Directly 
Certified 
students 

All Schools in the 
LEA

32

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The third option is to use only direct certification data for all schools in the LEA. 

LEAs would enter the number of Directly Certified students only in the application. 




4) Use the FRL counts for Non-CEP schools and DC data plus 
alternative income verification form data for CEP schools

NON-CEP

CEP

Actual FRL 
counts

Alternative 
Household 

Income 
Form data

# of 
Directly 
Certified 
students 

33

Presenter
Presentation Notes
With this option, LEAs can use ^actual free and reduced price lunch data for non-CEP schools and 
^ the number of Directly Certified students 
^plus alternative household income form data for CEP



5) Use the alternative income verification form for 
all schools in the LEA

Alternative 
Household 

Income 
Form data

# of 
Directly 
Certified 
students 

All Schools in the 
LEA

This option is only available to LEAs implementing CEP in every 
school.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
The last option allows LEAs to use the # of Directly Certified Students ^plus the Alternative Household Income Form Data
for all schools in the LEA. 

NOTE: This is only an option if the LEA is implementing CEP in every school. 




Title I Application

Once the number of low income students has been determined  for 
each school,  the number should be entered into the “Low Income 
Pupils: Public” column.

35

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Once the LEA has chosen a common poverty metric to determine the number of low income students for school level allocation amounts, the number should added to the Title IA application enrollment screen.  




Title I Application

Utilizing the CEP multiplier may result in a low 
income pupil number that exceeds the school’s 
enrollment.  In this case, LEAs must cap the low 
income pupil number at enrollment. 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Keep in mind that utilizing the CEP multiplier may result in a low income pupil number that exceeds the school’s enrollment.  In this case, LEAs must cap the low income pupil number at enrollment. 




Considerations when Selecting a 
Common Poverty Metric

 Select an option to meet student needs.

 Any school over 75% poverty (regardless of grade 
span) must be served.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
The metric chosen may have impact on the which schools are eligible for Title I funds and which schools are not. Be sure to select the option to best meet  the needs of students. 

Keep in mind that any school reaching 75% poverty or greater must be served regardless of grade span. 

Please do not hesitate to contact the DPI Title I Consultant assigned to your district for assistance. 



CEP and Private School 
Equitable Participation

 Private schools are eligible to participate in CEP if 
they otherwise meet the USDA’s eligibility 
requirements.

 LEAs will need to learn if any of the private schools 
participating in their Title I programming also 
participates in CEP.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Private schools are eligible to participate in CEP if they otherwise meet the USDA’s eligibility requirements.

LEAs will need to learn if any of the private schools participating in their Title I programming also participates in CEP. If so, LEAs may need to obtain new data for determining equitable services. 





Title 1 SAGE/AGR
Jonas Zuckerman
jonas.zuckerman@dpi.wi.gov
608-267-9136

Shelly Babler
shelly.babler@dpi.wi.gov
608-267-1067

Sharon Suchla
sharon.suchla@dpi.wi.gov
608-266-3983

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction
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Outside Program Contacts

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Student level income data is still required to be collected in CEP schools for Title 1, SAGE, Sparcity and High Poverty Aids, Loan forgiveness for teachers, Wisconsin School Day Milk program, and others.  For more information on reporting requirements for these programs outside of the USDA meal program, please see the section on the CEP website that directly links to these resources. 




mailto:jonas.zuckerman@dpi.wi.gov
mailto:shelly.babler@dpi.wi.gov
mailto:Sharon.Suchla@dpi.wi.gov
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